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PREFACE. 


As  there  have  been  frequent  inquiries  made  of  me  by  persons  in 
this  and  other  counties  to  give  the  true  Scriptural  meaning  and  nature 
of  feet-washing,  and  the  reasons  why  the  German  Reformed  church 
does  not  practice  it  as  a  ceremony,  I  can  do  no  better  than  repub¬ 
lish  an  article  which  appeared  in  the  Weekly  Messenger  of  the 
Reformed  church,  April,  A.  D.  1841,  with  but  a  few  slight  altera¬ 
tions,  which  embody  the  true  Scriptural  view  of  feet-washing,  and 
contains  my  sentiments  on  this  important  subject,  signed  by 
Rev.  J.  C.  G.,  presenting  the  reasons  why  the  German 
Reformed  church  does  not  observe  this  ceremony,  either  in  form 
or  according  to  letters,  as  is  done  by  some.  I  have  long  since  been 
fully  convinced,  not  only  that  no  good  results  from  it,  as  practiced 
in  some  cases,  but  evil ;  that  actual  injury  is  done.  Whenever 
we  adhere  to  ceremonies,  merely  as  such,  losing  sight  of  their  end 
or  spirit,  we  uniformly  become  great  advocates  for  them ;  and 
persons  who  do  this  will  always  attach  to  them  more  importance 
than  they  deserve;  talk  of  them  more  than  of  the  essential  doctrines 
and  duties  of  religion,  and  hold  them  up  as  an  exclusive  rule  of 
obedience  to  God,  and  thus  “  strain  at  gnats  while  they  swallow 
camels.  ”  With  Pharisaic  exactness  they  cleave  to  their  cere¬ 
monies,  whilst  they  forget  the  “commission  of  the  world,” 
“  mercy  and  judgment,”  passing  by  the  “weightier  matters  of 
the  law.” 

When  that,  however,  is  converted  into  a  ceremonial  ordinance 
which  was  never  designed  to  be  such,  the  evil  is  still  greater.  It 
will  then  be  invariably  found  that  those  who  do  so,  behave  them¬ 
selves  just  like  the  Pharisees  did  of  old,  who  actually  made  more 
of  the  traditions  of  the  fathers  than  of  the  word  of  God  itself. 
They  will  always  manifest  an  opposition  to  Christians  of  other 
denominations,  not  because  they  deny  any  of  the  saving  doctrines 
of  the  Gospel,  but  simply  because  they  will  not  submit  or  conform 
to  their  mode  of  worship,  or  to  their  ceremonies.  They  set  up 
their  own  opinions,  and  their  own  will  about  the  matter,  and  if 
others  will  not  conform  to  them,  they  are  looked  upon  as  stubborn 
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rebels,  who  deserve  the  name  of  Christians  only  by  way  of  com¬ 
pliment,  and  receive  from  them,  not  the  title  of  u  brothers,”  but 
simply  of  “  friends.”  With  them,  conformity  to  their  particular 
fancies  becomes  a  law,  upon  obedience  to  which  ultimate  salvation 
depends.  Just  as  it  is  also  with  respect  to  a  particular  cut  of  the 
coat,  shape  of  the  hat,  form  of  the  beard,  or  make  of  the  bonnet 
or  cap,  so  that  all  are  regarded  as  too  proud  for  their  company  or 
communion,  who  do  not  use  their  tools  and  shape  according  to 
their  patterns.  I  have  generally  found,  that  the  most  of  those 
persons  after  all  their  parade,  who,  upon  meeting  their  neighbors, 
look  at  them,  as  one  of  the  first  things,  to  see  whether  they  are 
plain  enough,  are  as  proud  of  their  fancied  plainness  as  they 
possibly  can  be,  so  that  even  the  world  itself  is  scarcely  as  proud 
of  its  fooleries  and  fripperies.  Persons  often  base  their  all  upon 
things  like  these.  Even  the  converted  sinner  is  sometimes  led 
to  grasp  one  of  these  straws  and  hang  his  salvation  upon  it,  espe¬ 
cially  if  he  has  been  previously  told,  as  is  often  the  case,  that  he 
must  conform  to  such  things,  and  exactly  in  the  manner  prescribed, 
in  order  to  be  obedient  to  God.  Hence,  too,  we  see  why  it  is 
that  such  persons  as  give  themselves  up  to  these  things,  do  after¬ 
wards  but  little  more  than  dispute  and  talk,  and  even  preach, 
about  their  peculiarities. 

Things  like  those  to  which  I  have  referred,  exert  a  very  perni¬ 
cious  influence  upon  the  real  interests  of  religion,  leading,  as  they 
do,  to  the  substitution  of  the  form  for  the  power  of  godliness, 
and  have  often  given  me  much  pain.  Persuaded,  therefore,  that 
it  is  not  a  matter  of  small  importance  that  the  community  should 
be  furnished  with  the  means  of  acquiring  clear  Bible  views  on  the 
subject  of  “  feet- washing,”  I  have,  after  much  reflection  and 
prayer,  drawn  up  the  following,  as  presenting  the  reasons  why 
the  Ger??ian  Reformed  church  does  not  observe  this  ceremony. 


THE  REASONS  WHY  THE 

GERMAN  REFORMED  CHURCH 

DOES  NOT  OBSERVE  THE  CEREMONY  OF  FEET  WASHING. 


I.  It  is  not  observed  by  us,  because  it  is  not  a  sacramental 
ordina?ice ,  like  baptism  or  the  Lord’s  Supper.  Sacraments  are 
visible  signs  and  seals,  representing  spiritual  blessings  and  graces 
vouchsafed  to  God’s  people  in  his  eternal  covenant,  and  sealing 
to  them  the  promises  of  the  Gospel.  The  water  in  baptism  is  only 
significant  of  the  blood  and  spirit  of  Christ.  That  feet-washing 
could  not  have  been  intended  for  anything  of  this  kind,  is  evi„ 
dent  from  the  fact  that  our  Saviour  would  not  have  instituted  two 
ordinances  meaning  precisely  the  same  thing.  If,  for  instance- 
baptism  was  designed  to  initiate  persons  into  the  church,  and 
by  setting  this  outward  sign  and  seal  upon  them,  to  place  them 
under  covenant  obligations,  then  feet-washing  was  not  necessary 
for  the  same  purpose,  and  hence  could  not  have  been  so  designed, 
as  infinite  wisdom  never  can  do  a  needless  thing.  In  like  manner, 
if  the  bread  and  wine  in  the  Lord’s  Supper  are  intended  to  repre¬ 
sent  the  crucified  body  and  shed  blood  of  Christ,  and  the  perpetual 
observance  of  this  ordinance  in  the  church  to  serve  as  a  memorial 
of  his  dying  love,  &c.,  then,  again,  feet-washing  was  not  required 
to  perform  the  same  office. 

The  whole  body  of  the  Christian  church  admits  of  but  two 
sacraments.  The  Roman  Catholic  church  alone  has  multiplied 
them  to  seven.  No  church  receives  feet-washing  as  a  sacramental 
ordinance.  One  of  the  two  following  things  must  be  true  :  Either 
that  it  was  done  as  a  real  service ,  expressive  of  some  Christian 
duty ,  or  that  it  was  an  unmeaning,  empty  ceremony.  The  latter 
alternative  cannot  be  true.  It  would  be  nothing  short  of  blas¬ 
phemy  to  say  or  to  suppose  that  Christ  would  himself  do  anything 
as  a  matter  of  mere  ceremony,  or  to  enjoin  its  observance  as  such 
upon  his  disciples.  Unmeaning  ceremonies  have  ever  been  a 


curse  in  the  church  of  God.  The  more  the  enemy  can  introduce, 
the  better  is  he  pleased  ;  because,  by  means  of  them,  he  can  easily 
divert  the  mind  from  the  main  thing  requiring  attention,  and  thus 
destroy  the  soul.  The  former  alternative,  therefore,  “  that  the 
Saviour  did  it  as  a  real  service ,  expressive  of  some  Christian  duty” 
must  be  true,  and  this  embodies — 

II.  The  second  reason  why  /^/-washing  is  not  outwardly  ob¬ 
served  by  us,  viz  :  Because  it  was  a  real  service ,  and  expressive  of 
a  duty,  which  does  not  and  cannot  consist  in  ceremony. 

i.)  It  was  a  real  service,  not  in  the  land  of  Judea  only,  but  in 
nearly  all  of  eastern  countries  also,  the  people  were  accustomed  to  go 
either  altogether  barefooted,  or  to  walk  on  sandals.  The  sandal  was  a 
flat  piece  of  wood  or  leather,  fitted  to  the  sole  of  the  foot,  and  tied 
upon  it  by  straps  or  strings.  The  straps  or  strings  with  which 
they  were  fastened  on  the  feet,  were  called  “  latchets.”  Gen. 
14:  23;  John  1  :  27.  Sandals  of  this  description  Peter  wore  at 
the  time  he  was  imprisoned  at  Jerusalem,  (Acts  12  :  8,)  and  the 
angel  said  unto  him,  “Gird  thyself  and  bind  on  thy  sandals .” 
After  walking  or  traveling,  either  barefooted  or  on  sandals,  it  was 
necessary  to  wash  the  feet,  as  they  must  unavoidably  have  become 
unclean.  Hence,  when  persons  came  upon  a  visit,  or  were  trav¬ 
eling  and  stopped  at  any  place,  it  was  a  token  of  hospitality  to 
furnish  water  for  this  purpose  ;  and  generally  either  the  friends  or 
stranger  himself  would  take  off  his  sandals  and  wash  his  feet  before 
entering  the  house  ;  or,  the  servants  belonging  to  the  house  or  to 
himself,  as  it  was  a  menial  service,  would  perform  it  for  him. 
If  it  were  evening,  the  feet  were  uniformly  washed  in  the  manner 
described.  The  following  passages  from  the  Old  Testament  may 
serve  as  evidence  of  the  correctness  of  this  representation  :  Gen. 
18  :  1-4.  As  these  men  approached  Abraham  whilst  eating  in 
the  door  of  his  tent,  he  said  :  “  Let  a  little  water,  I  pray  you, 

be  fetched,  and  wash  your  feet,  and  rest  yourselves  under  the 
tree.”  Gen.  19  :  2.  As  two  angels  entered  Sodom,  Lot  said  to  them 
as  he  sat  in  the  gate,  “Turn  in,  I  pray  you,  into  your  servant’s  house, 
and  tarry  all  night,  and  wash  your  feet,  and  ye  shall  rise  up  early,”1 
&c.  1  Samuel  25  :  41.  When  the  servants  of  Da\jid  came  to 

Abigail,  she  said  :  “Let  thine  handmaid  be  a  servant  to  wash 
the  feet  of  the  servants  of  my  Lord.”  As  further  evidence  of  the 
correctness  of  the  statement  given,  Luke  7  :  44,  may  be  adduced, 
in  which  our  Saviour  manifestly  refers  to  this  custom,  as  a  service 


done.  When  Mary  had  wept  over  his  feet,  and  had  wiped  them 
dry  with  her  hair,  he  said  to  the  Pharisee  in  whose  house  he  was, 
“  Simon,  seest  thou  this  woman  ?  I  entered  into  thy  house,  thou 
gavest  me  no  water  for  my  feet ,  but  she  has  washed  my  feet  with 
her  tears  f  &c.  To  this  same  custom,  also,  John  the  Baptist  had 
reference,  when  he  said,  (John  i  :  27,)  that  he  was  “  not  worthy 
to  unloose  the  latchets  of  Christ’s  shoes.”  It  was  in  the  evening 
when  the  Saviour  washed  his  disciples’  feet.  They  must,  there¬ 
fore,  have  been  unclean  and  certainly  needed  washing.  And  be¬ 
sides,  no  one  ever  attempted  to  wash  that  which  is  clean  already. 
The  disciples’  feet  needed  washing,  and  this  service  must  be  done 
either  by  themselves  or  by  another.  If,  then,  Christ  did  it  for 
them,  as  was  the  case,  it  was  an  actual  service,  and  not  a  cere¬ 
mony  or  a  mere  matter  of  form.  That  such  was  really  the  fact, 
is  also  manifested  from  the  tenth  verse  in  the  thirteenth  chapter 
of  John.  When  Peter  would  have  Christ  to  wash  his  hands,  and 
his  head  also,  he  was  told  that  he  needed  not  to  be  washed,  but  his 
feet,  so  he  would  be  clean,  every  whit  ;  that  is  “Peter,  your  hands 
and  head  are  clean,  only  your  feet  are  unclean  from  walking,  have 
them  washed,  and  you  are  clean  all  over.”  Now,  if  we  ride  to 
the  place  of  worship  in  wagons,  or  go  there  in  shoes  or  stockings, 
with  our  feet  clean,  having  washed  them  at  home,  and  then  wash 
the  feet  which  are  already  clean,  is  this  a  real  service  ?  Does  this 
bear  any  resemblance  to  the  manner  in  which  the  Saviour  did  it? 
Is  there  any  meaning  or  benefit  in  washing  feet  that  are  already 
clean  ?  What  advantage  in  doing  a  thing  which  can  be  of  no 
possible  service?  Calvin  said,  “  That  the  Pope,  in  annually  ob¬ 
serving  this  ceremony  on  Thursday  of  the  passion  week,  was 
Christ’s  ape,  rather  than  his  follower.” 

2.)  Feet-washing  was  expressive  of  some  duty  which  does  not  and 
cannot  consist  in  ceremony.  Not  long  before  our  Saviour  washed 
his  disciples’  feet,  some  of  them  were  disputing  among  themselves 
who  should  be  the  greatest  in  the  kingdom  of  God.  Mark  9  :  33- 
35.  Their  views  of  the  nature  of  Christ’s  kingdom,  had  as  yet 
been  too  carnal,  or  they  could  not  have  been  contending  for 
supremacy  or  superiority  above  one  another.  In  that  dispute 
they  gave  evidence  that  there  was  still  too  much  pride,  and  an 
immoderate  self-love  about  them,  the  direct  opposition  of  those 
amiable  traits  in  the  Christian  character,  humility  and  love. 
Christ  was  now  about  to  leave  them  under  circumstances  the  most 


solemn  and  impressive,  and  wished  to  give  them  a  lesson  which 
could  not  fail  to  cure  them  of  their  spirit  of  self-aggrandizement, 
and  at  the  same  time  furnish  them  and  the  church  forever  with  an 
example  of  the  duty  of  serving  one  another  in  humility  and  love. 
I  have  already  affirmed  and  clearly  shown,  that  to  wash  unclean 
feet  was  the  service  done  by  servants.  It  was  the  meanest  and  lowest 
service .  Our  blessed  Saviour,  who  was  himself  Lord  and  Master, 
the  greatest  of  all,  loved  his  disciples  so  much,  and  humbled 
himself  before  them  so  as  to  perform  this  lowest,  and  by  no  means 
agreeable  service  ;  and  thus  taught  them  and  us  that  we  are  to 
love  our  neighbor  as  ourselves,  and  so  to  humble  ourselves  as  to 
be  willing  to  do  him  any  service,  however  unpleasant  in  its  nature, 
and  however  servile  and  mean  in  the  eyes  of  the  world.  In  the 
colder  climates,  we  travel  in  boots  or  shoes.  The  cleaning  of 
these  in  our  inns,  is  the  work  of  ostlers.  In  many  private  fami¬ 
lies  it  is  done  by  the  servants.  They  are  not  cleaned,  however, 
when  they  are  already  clean,  but  only  when  they  need  it.  If  we 
are  possessed  of  proper  humility  and  love,  when  our  friend  or  a 
stranger  visits  us,  whatever  may  be  our  standing  in  society,  and 
however  much  his  may  be  lower  than  ours,  would  we  not,  if  it 
were  required  or  necessary,  clean  his  boots  or  shoes?  Though 
there  may  be  others  to  do  this  work,  yet  we  must  not  think  even  this 
duty  of  servants  too  degrading  for  us,  in  order  to  render  a  kindness 
to  a  fellow  being.  The  view  of  the  subject  presented  is  too  plain 
to  need  any  further  illustrations,  yet  you  will  pardon  me  for  adding 
the  following  exemplification  :  Suppose  the  disciples  had  walked 
in  boots  or  shoes,  (instead  of  barefooted  or  on  sandals),  as  we 
are  in  the  habit  of  doing,  and  the  Saviour,  the  Master  himself, 
had  cleansed  their  boots,  and  told  them  to  “  do  likewise,”  would 
it  not  have  altered  the  doctrine  or  duty  inculcated  ?  And  are 
there  not  thousands  of  Christians,  that  now  ceremoniously  wash 
feet,  who  would  and  actually  do  clean  the  boots  and  shoes  of 
strangers,  and  of  their  brethren  that  visit  them  ?  or,  who  at  least 
are  humble  enough  to  do  so,  if  it  be  necessary?  Suppose,  further, 
that  during  the  whole  year  we  clean  our  boots  and  shoes  ourselves; 
only  once  or  twice  within  that  time  we  meet  together  to  clean  them 
for  each  other.  But  before  we  go  to  such  a  meeting,  we  clean 
them  at  home,  and  then  put  a  pair  of  overshoes  over  the  clean 
ones.  Suppose,  now,  when  we  have  come  together,  we  take  off 
the  overshoes  first  and  lay  them  aside,  and  then  take  off  the  clean 


boots  also,  and  commence  the  ceremony  of  cleaning,  by  applying; 
the  brushes,  &c.,  would,  I  ask,  this  be  complying  with  the  com¬ 
mand  ?  Would  this  be  in  accordance  with  its  true  signification  £ 
Would  this  be,  indeed,  the  service  or  duty  intended  ?  Does,  theny 
the  command  of  the  Saviour  withTespect  to  washing  one  another’s 
feet,  consist  in  the  yearly,  or  half  yearly,  or  quarterly  washing  of 
feet  already  washed  !  or  is  it  not  rather  a  command  binding  upon 
us  every  day ,  in  every  instance ,  and  on  every  occasion ,  requiring  us 
to  do  humbly  any  service  of  love  to  our  neighbor  ! 

III.  Outward  feet-washing  is  not  observed  by  us,  because  the 
apostles  and  the  church  in  the  primitive  age  did  not  do  so.  This  fact 
convinces  us  that  they  understood  the  command  of  Christ  with 
respect  of  washing  the  feet,  precisely  in  the  manner  I  have  inter¬ 
preted  it  above.  There  is  but  one  instance  in  which  it  is  referred 
to  in  all  the  epistles  of  the  apostles,  and  that  is  found  in  i  Timo¬ 
thy  5  :  io.  Here  it  is  employed  precisely  in  the  sense  that  ac¬ 
cords  with  my  interpretation.  Paul,  in  describing  the  widow  who 
should  be  taken  into  the  number  of  poor  widows  to  be  supported 
by  the  church,  says:  “  If  she  has  washed  the  saints’  feet,”  that 
is,  if  she  has  hospitably,  humbly,  and  kindly  entertained  strangers 
or  saints,  coming  barefooted  or  on  sandals,  the  washing  of  the  feet 
being  a  part  of  this  duty,  or,  as  Matthew  Henry  has  it,  “  If  she 
had  been  ready  to  give  entertainment  to  good  Christians  and  good 
ministers  when  they  were  in  their  travels  for  the  spreading  of  the 
Gospel,  washing  the  feet  of  their  frie?ids  was  a  paid  of  their  enter¬ 
tainment.  ’  ’ 

IV.  The  washing  of  clean  feet  is  not  observed  by  us,  because  we 
believe  that  the  religion  of  Christ  is  too  pure  and  spiritual  to  need 
anything  like  unmeaning  or  empty  forms ,  and  that  its  interests  are 
always  injured  by  multiplying  them.  Where  is  there  as  much  form 
and  ceremony  as  in  the  Roman  Catholic  church,  and  at  the  same 
time,  so  little  pure  religion ;  so  little  humility  ? 

5.  Lastly,  feet-washing  |is  not  observed  by  the  German  Re¬ 
formed  church,  because  the  performance  of  the  outward  ceremony  is 
an  actual  perversion  of  the  Saviour’s  command.  It  is  changing  a. 
useful  service  and  a  holy  duty  into  a  matter  of  mere  ceremony; 
thus  making  the  impression  that  a  compliance  with  the  outward 
performance  of  washing  the  feet  is  rendering  obedience  to  the 
Lord’s  command.  In  the  same  manner,  we  might  as  easily  andL 
as  justly  pervert  the  words  of  Christ,  “If  thy  hand  offend  thee 
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cut  it  off,”  by  telling  the  miser,  for  instance,  whose  darling  sin  is 
the  love  of  money,  that  he  should  literally  cut  off  his  hand,  and 
that  this  would  be  rendering  obedience  to  the  Lord’s  command  in 
the  case ;  whereas  the  words  of  Christ  quoted  imply  that  the 
miser,  so  far  as  they  apply  to  his  case,  must  give  up  the  love  of 
money — give  up  his  idol,  even  though  it  pains  him  as  much  as 
would  the  cutting  off  of  his  hand.  Many  a  miser  would  sooner 
have  his  hand  severed  from  his  body  than  forego  the  idols  he 
loves,  and  put  his  trust  in  God.  And  I  must  add,  that  it  is  much 
easier  to  wash  clean  feet,  than  it  is  to  be  truly  humble  and  to  serve 
one  another  in  love  upon  all  occasions. 

From  the  command  of  our  Saviour,  which  we  have  been  con¬ 
sidering,  we  learn  : 

1. )  That  we  should  not  place  our  obedience  to  God  and  our 
religion,  in  ceremony  or  form.  To  do  so  is  wrong  in  itself,  and 
is  sure  to  lead  to  improper  results.  Read  Mark,  7:  8,  “laying 
aside  the  commands  of  God,  ye  hold  the  traditions  of  men,  as  the 
washing  of  pots  and  cups,  and  many  other  such  like  things  ye 
do.”  We  have  proven,  that  to  wash  feet  as  a  ceremony,  is  not 
the  command  of  Christ ;  but  that  it  is  the  tradition  of  men,  as 
they  ignorantly  choose  thus  to  interpret  the  words  of  Christ.  In 
like  manner  the  command  of  our  Saviour,  in  Matt.  28  :  19,  is  per¬ 
verted.  The  manifest  meaning  of  the  passage  is  overlooked. 
Man,  and  not  the  Saviour,  commands,  that  to  obey  God  you 
must  be  put  entirely  under  the  water,  whilst  the  plain  command 
of  the  Lord,  “to  preach  the  Gospel  to  all  nations,”  to  send  it  to 
the  gentiles,  is  in  many  cases  most  shamefully  neglected. 

2. )  Again,  from  the  subject  discussed,  we  learn  what  is  the 
great  principle  of  the  Christian  religion.  What  condescension 
was  there  in  Christ  !  What  humility  to  do  good  !  What  love  to 
those,  who  in  comparison  with  him,  were  so  mean  and  low  !  To 
render  others  happy  in  serving  them,  he  came  into  the  world,  he 
suffered,  he  died  !  May  we  ever  have  the  spirit  of  our  divine 
Master,  so  that  like  him  we  shall  cheerfully  do,  suffer,  and  hum¬ 
ble  ourselves,  if  we  can  thereby  perform  any  service  that  shall  add 
to  the  comfort  and  happiness  of  others ;  always  remembering, 
that  “If  any  man  have  not  the  spirit  of  Christ,  he  is  none  of 
his.” — Romans,  8  :  9. 

3. )  In  the  last  place,  we  learn  from  the  spirit  of  the  command 
discussed,  that  the  duty  enjoined  is  binding  not  only  once,  twice,, . 


( II ) 

or  three  times,  or  four  times  a  year,  but  every  day.  We  must 
daily  wash  one  another’s  feet  in  the  sense  in  which  our  Saviour 
commanded  it.  It  is  not  as  difficult  to  pass  through  a  ceremony 
several  times  a  year,  as  it  is  to  take  up,  help,  comfort,  and  pour 
oil  upon  the  wounds  of  the  Samaritan,  whom  we  find  lying  in  his 
blood  by  the  wayside.  It  is  an  easy  matter  ceremoniously  to 
wash  the  feet  of  another  ;  but  to  deny  ourselves  daily  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  helping  others,  to  contribute  largely  of  the  hundreds  and 
thousands  we  may  have  hoarded  up,  for  the  purpose  of  sending 
the  gospel  to  the  heathen,  is  not  quite  so  easy.  And  to  walk 
daily  in  an  humble  frame  of  mind,  and  feel  ourselves  to  be  least 
of  all  God’s  children,  requires  something  more  than  mere  out¬ 
ward  washing. 

In  conclusion,  it  is  my  fervent  prayer  that  God  may  help  us  all 
to  watch  and  pray,  and  grant  us  grace  in  our  daily  conduct,  and 
in  all  intercourse  with  Christians  and  all  our  fellowmen,  so  to 
wash  one  another’s  feet  that  we  shall  “serve  him  in  newness  of 
spirit,  and  not  in  the  oldness  of  the  letter,”  seeing  “the  letter 
killeth,  but  the  spirit  giveth  life.” — Romans,  7  :  6;  2  Corinthians, 
3:6.  *  REV.  J.  C.  G. 

A.  B.  S. 
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